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lo Tne obey* claim has been to this office Tor 

co aside rati on of the legality of payment* w© are request— 

I HE your comments In view of the fact that two members of 
tow offi ce are personally affected, Mr<. ***■■ 

of floor of Special Fuads Division, 080, but legally reapon- 
alble as a certifying officer to the Director, has beea 
presented with on approved vouchor la the amount of #670*70. 
According to the written record before hint, there Is ,te 
legal baitia for the major portion s>f this payment. if ho 
made payuont under these circusuit&noes, he would bo person— 
all y 11 ail a for any portion not supported by the record . 

&**• *n officer of PBZ, originated a memorandum of 

4 September, which is the turning point of the case as 
stated in the record. If Mr. report la accurate, 

th ere is n o basis whatever fox^mycamt of per die® to 
after July 3» 1947* 


SE. The facts a^preaented by tbs record, arc briefly as 
follows t Mr. was properly authorised to come to 

Washington from Stanford university, California, by tele- 
granr fresa the Chief, Personnel Procurement Section,;, dated 
IS June and 17 July 1947, He arrived In Washington or, S© 
June and was Interviewed end given an Introduction course 
on 50 jure and 1 July, on 3 July , Chief, Personnel Divi- 
sion, CSC , reccasasnded that rattier than return Mr* HHH 
fee California, ha be allowed t© remain in WashingtoCTma 
per dies basis* On that same day, the Executive Officer* 

030 * ed vised the Personnel Division to send his hose to 
California, PBg now states la its ansnuadui of 4 k: 

her, that Mr* was told by telephone tram the Personne l 

Div ision t hat the request f«r per dial had been dleaJutxjeed. 

then telephoned Mr* and told him he could 

not wBaarn in hashing ten at Government expense* This was 
repeated In a person al interview on the 3rd or 7th 

of July, Mr, states that Mr, ^^^^B understood he 

roul d nob get, any per diem and that proposed to 

« toy In Washington at his own expense* 
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5* Xf libe facts drawn from tbi> Pooos*d| and sit forth above# 

£*• •»©«*•**»•». a»y_pay»sat te ar, 

Saehingttm after » July, mctiXA h* ft 

sequently file cal, no natter what Government funds SouXd be 

used* Ttm voucher now presented to Mr* ■■§ f«r certifies- 2 

tlon., provide* for 77 days per die® from 28 June to 6 Septa®- 

ber. This voucher# approved by the appropriate officer# is 

therefor** io direct contravention of the record* It is our 

unde retarding t'*at the voucher if as approved in response to 

oral direction from the Executive for A & K. it is reported 

to be baaed, on an earlier commit ment m ade by an officer of 

FB£ in a personal letter to Mr. which commitment* the 

Dlreotor wishes to honor, we have not had any such ecatit- 

roent brought to our attention# nor are we aware that the 

individual purported to have made the commitment was author* 

ised to do so. On the Information now at ha nd# it a ppears 

that the later official notifications to Mr. would 25X 

supersede the alleged consol tment;. 

4. Unless# therefore# evidence not ecv appearing jin the 
record Is produced# which cloarly controverts the facts 
stated by FB2# the proposed payments f ro» July 4 to September 
P, of per diem# are illegal and beyond the authority# even 
of the Director, to approve* Under the present olretBssiancoe# 

It is our duty to bring our opinion in this matter to the 
Director * b attention. 


LAWREWCS fi* H0U3T0H 
General Counsel 
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